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the condition that all visible satellites are referenced by the 
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satellites With shortest distance. 
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METHOD FOR TRANSMITTING SATELLITE 
DATA 

CROSS-REFERENCE TO RELATED 
APPLICATIONS 

The present application is a continuation of pending Inter 
national patent application PCT/ EP2007/ 056781 ?led on Jul. 
4, 2007, Which designates the United States and claims pri 
ority from German patent application 10 2006 031 236.8 ?led 
on Jul. 6, 2006, the content of Which is incorporated herein by 
reference. 

FIELD OF THE INVENTION 

The invention relates to a method for transmitting satellite 
data of a global navigation satellite system in Which position 
data of satellites of the global navigation satellite system are 
transmitted to a navigation device. 

BACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION 

Such a method is knoWn from US 2005/0015200 A1. The 
knoWn method is used to transmit satellite data from the 
satellites to the navigation device. The satellite data contain 
the information needed for a navigation device to determine 
its oWn position. The information is distributed in so-called 
navigation messages. The navigations messages contain 
almanacs With information on the clock and orbit of the other 
satellites. The knoWn method includes steps for transmitting 
almanac data from a base station to a navigation device by a 
Wireless connection betWeen the base station and the naviga 
tion device. The base station receives a complete set of alma 
nacs from a data source in the internet or from a receiver for 
the global positioning system. The base station then creates a 
subset of the complete set of satellite almanacs. The selection 
of the subset depends on the position of the navigation device. 
Finally, the sub set of the current satellite almanac is transmit 
ted from the server to the Wireless device. According to the 
knoWn method, a subset of the complete set of almanacs 
comprises the almanac data of the satellites, Which are not in 
vieW of the navigation device. Additionally the more accurate 
ephemeris data for one or more satellites that are in vieW 
might be transmitted. 
An almanac should be understood as a set of clock and 

orbital data of reduced precision of a single satellite. Accord 
ing to NAVSTAR, “GPS Standard Positioning Service: Sig 
nal Speci?cation”, available online: WWW.navcen.uscg.gov/ 
pubs/gps/sigspec, 2nd ed., June 1995, the almanac data are 
contained in the 25 pages of the navigation message. The 
almanac data for the i-th satellite are implemented in the 
fourth and ?fth subframe of the i-th page. The transmission of 
one page takes 30 seconds resulting in a total transmission 
time of 12.5 minutes for the fundamental Global Positioning 
System (:GPS) constellation With 24 satellites. 
One purpose of the almanac is to initialiZe signal acquisi 

tion When a neW satellite rises above the horizon and the user 
position is knoWn. The second purpose of the almanac is to 
accelerate the signal acquisition of a Warm start. The Warm 
start is an acquisition mode that is based on a priori informa 
tion of the last user position, the receiver clock time and the 
complete set of almanacs such that the search of the code 
delay A's and the Doppler shift Afd of a speci?c satellite is 
signi?cantly simpli?ed. 
A cold start is de?ned by a signal acquisition Without any a 

priori information. The signal acquisition of the ?rst satellite 
is generally very time consuming as the search space (A's, Afd) 
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2 
is very large. After acquisition and carrier tracking, the navi 
gation message is demodulated and the almanac is read. This 
information is of fundamental importance for the signal 
acquisition of further satellites. 
The transmission of a complete set of almanacs by all 

satellites has the disadvantage that the time of a cold start can 
be quiet long. Therefore, the knoWn method disclosed in US 
2005/0015200 A1 reduces the redundancy of the almanac 
broadcast by selecting a subset of the almanac data that is 
actually needed by the navigation device. HoWever, the 
knoWn method presumes a Wireless connection betWeen the 
navigation device and the base station. This implies that the 
navigation device is provided With a receiver for a mobile 
network. Finally, the base station must send speci?c mes 
sages to the navigation devices depending on its position, 
Which increases the system load of the mobile netWork. 
US. Pat. No. 6,671,620 B1 discloses a further method for 

providing almanac data to a navigation device. In the knoWn 
method the navigation device receives its rough position from 
a base station. The navigation device determines a list of 
visible satellites based on the rough position and the available 
almanac data. Finally, the navigation device transmits a list of 
visible satellites to the base station and requests the missing 
almanac data from the base station. 
US. Pat. No. 4,445,118 proposes a navigation system 

based on a constellation of orbiting satellites. In the naviga 
tion system an acquisition-aiding signal generated by an 
earth-based control station is relayed to a navigation device 
via a geostationary satellite. The aiding signal contains alma 
nac data. For transmitting the acquisition-aiding signal a fre 
quency channel adjacent to one of the frequency channels 
used for the carrier signals of the navigation signals is used so 
that there is only little interference With the adjacent fre 
quency channel of the carrier signal. Due to the narroW fre 
quency separation betWeen the acquisition-aiding signal and 
the adjacent carrier signal the carrier signal and the acquisi 
tion-aiding signal can be received by the same antenna and 
receiver. 
WULLEMS, C.; POZZOBON, O. and KUBIK, K.: Signal 

Authentication and Integrity Schemes for Next Generation 
Global Navigation Satellite Systems, European Navigation 
Conference GNSS, July 2005, Munich, Germany discloses 
methods for the authentication of satellites. 
An overvieW over global positioning systems can be found 

in MISRA, P. and ENGE, P. Global Positioning Systemi 
Signals, Measurements, and Performance Ganga-Jamuna 
Press, 2nd ed., 2004. 

Proceeding from this related art the present invention seeks 
to provide an improved method for transmitting position data 
from satellites to a navigation device. 

SUMMARY OF THE INVENTION 

This object is achieved by a method having the features of 
the independent claim. Further advantages, embodiment and 
re?nements are speci?ed in the claims dependent thereon. 

In the method, position data of a subset of satellites asso 
ciated With a speci?c satellite are transmitted to the naviga 
tion device by the speci?c satellite. The subset of satellites 
contains a selection of these satellites Whose average distance 
With respect to a period of the distance is shortest. In conse 
quence not the complete set of position data is transmitted but 
the speci?c satellite transmits only information on these sat 
ellites Which are most probably in the vicinity of the speci?c 
satellite and therefore also visible. As the distances betWeen 
satellites depend on time the optimum set of position data for 
a speci?c satellite Would change over time. Therefore, the 
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selection of position data transmitted by the speci?c satellite 
is based on distances averaged over a period of the distances 
betWeen the speci?c satellite and another satellite. Since the 
satellites move on orbits having the same time period, the 
period of the distance equals half the time of circulation of the 
satellites. By averaging over a period of the distance the 
satellites can be found Whose mean distance With respect to 
the speci?c satellite is shortest. Minimizing the distances 
betWeen tWo satellites corresponds to a search for a pair of 
satellites Which are both visible from as many user positions 
as possible. Therefore the probability is maximized that the 
satellites Whose position data are transmitted by a speci?c 
satellite are visible together With the speci?c satellite. In 
consequence, the redundancy in the transmitted date is effec 
tively reduced since only data relevant for a speci?c satellite 
are transmitted. Thus, the amount of transmitted data can be 
considerably reduced. 

There is another problem that constrains the minimization 
of the required number of almanacs. The search for these 
satellites, that are on the average closest to a speci?c satellite, 
does not guarantee that each visible satellite transmits the 
almanac of at least one other visible satellite. Due to the 
consideration of time averaged instead of time-dependent 
almanacs groups of visible satellites might appear, Which 
refer only to members of the same group. 

Therefore, the subset of almanacs transmitted by speci?c 
satellites contains also almanacs of satellites Whose distance 
to the speci?c satellite is longer than the distance of satellites 
Whose almanac is not contained in the selected subset of 
satellites. It has been found that such a selection results in 
subsets of almanacs Which are free from groups referencing 
only satellites contained in the same group. 

Preferably, the satellite data transmitted from the speci?c 
satellite to the navigation device are the data contained in 
almanacs, since the transmission of the almanac data is espe 
cially time consuming and determines the time needed for a 
cold start. 

In particular, for the Galileo satellite navigation system 
subsets of the complete almanac data has been determined for 
all 27 satellites grouped in three orbits. It has been found that 
the six almanacs associated With the six satellites With the 
shortest distance to a speci?c satellite and the almanacs of the 
ninth and tenth satellites With shortest distance to the speci?c 
satellite should be chosen. 

In particular, a minimum of eight time-invariant almanacs 
per satellite Was found. These subsets are free of groups 
Whose members reference only members of the same group. 

The time saved in transmitting the subsets of almanacs 
might ?nally be used for cryptographic authentication ser 
vices. 

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS 

Further advantages and properties of the present invention 
are disclosed in the folloWing description, in Which exem 
plary embodiments of the present invention are explained in 
detail on the basis of the draWing: 

FIG. 1 is a perspective vieW of the orbits of a global navi 
gation satellite system; 

FIG. 2 illustrates the criterion of the nearest neighbors used 
in the search for satellites associated With a speci?c satellite; 

FIG. 3 shoWs the distance betWeen the speci?c satellite and 
satellites of another ?rst orbit in dependency of time; 

FIG. 4 shoWs the distance betWeen the speci?c satellite and 
satellites of another second orbit in dependency of time; 

FIG. 5 illustrates an acquisition process for almanac data; 
FIG. 6 illustrates the course of the acquisition process; 
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4 
FIG. 7 is a diagram containing the mean number of acqui 

sition steps needed for determining all visible satellites in 
dependency of the elevation angle of an elevation mask; and 

FIG. 8 is a diagram depicting the number of almanac sets 
With a given number of acquisition steps. 

DETAILED DESCRIPTION OF THE INVENTION 

FIG. 1 is a perspective vieW of a global navigation satellite 
system 1 With satellites 2 grouped in obits 3, 4 and 5 around 
the earth 6. The satellites 2 are arranged in the so called ideal 
(27/ 3/ 1) Walker constellation proposed for Galileo in ZAND 
BERGEN, R.; DINWIDDY, S.; HAHN, J.; BREEUWER, E. 
and BLONSKI, D.: Galileo Orbit Selection, ION GNSS 17th 
International Technical Meeting of the Satellite Division, 
September 2004, Long Beach, Calif. In the folloWing, the 
description is limited to the Galileo constellation although the 
method described herein might be equally applied to the 
Global Positioning System (:GPS). 
The three orbits 3, 4 and 5 inclined by 56° have a radius of 

rS:29600 km and a Right Ascension of the Ascending Node 
(RAAN) Q“). 

k-l 1 
n“) = 1201?] @{02 12022401 ( ) 

Where k:{l, 2, . . . , 27} denotes the index of the satellites 2 

and [z] represents the nearest integer Which is equal or 
smaller than z. The argument of perigee is assumed to be 
u):0° for all satellites 2. The true anomaly is given by 

1‘ 
110(1) : v26: + 27r- — (2) 

Ts 

With the satellite orbit period T S and the initial true anomaly 

Equivalently, the satellite index k can be expressed as a 
function of the initial true anomaly yo“) and the RAAN Q“): 

(X) Qua (4) 

For selecting subsets of the almanacs it has to be clari?ed 
hoW many almanacs are su?icient for the navigation message 
of each satellite 2 and Which almanacs should be selected for 
each satellite 2. Furthermore, the optimum order of almanacs 
for each satellite 2 has to be determined. 

For illustrating the complexity of the problem a brute-force 
approach shall be considered. 

There exist 26 possibilities for the number L of almanacs 
transmitted by a speci?c satellite 2 if the speci?c satellite 2 
needs not to transmit its oWn almanac. For each speci?c 
satellite 2, the number of different subsets containing L alma 
nacs 1s: 
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(16] 
Assuming independent subsets of almanacs for each satel 

lite 2, the number of different subsets, Which can be assigned 
to the satellites 2 amounts to: 

(251” 
Once the subsets of almanacs for all satellites are ?xed, 

there exist L! different permutations for each sub set resulting 
in (L!)27 different orders of almanacs for the given subsets of 
almanacs. 

For example, the choice of L:8 almanacs per satellite 2 
results in l.70><l0167 different subsets of almanacs for the 
satellites 2 and, for all subsets, We have to take 2.23><l0124 
permutations into account. 

Obviously, a brute-force approach is impractical. There 
fore, some optimiZation criteria are presented Which are 
based on user-satellite and inter-satellite geometrical proper 
ties. The selection of the almanac subsets is a tWo-step pro 
cedure: In a ?rst step, We assume that L satellites 2 in a subset 
Will be suf?cient and in a second step, We verify that any 
visible constellation of satellites 2 can be completely 
acquired With the reduced almanac data. 

1. Maximum Likelihood Approach Based on Inter-Satel 
lite Distances 

Let us consider all possible user positions X” from Which a 
?xed satellite 2 With index k at positionx(k)(t) canbe observed 
at time t. We search for the satellite 2 With index 1 at position 
x(l)(t) Which can be seen from as many user positions as 
possible: 

Where y(xu, x(k)(t)) denotes the elevation angle of the satellite 
With index k from x” and ot the elevation angle of the elevation 
mask. 

Equation (5) maximiZes an intersection area 7 of the 
Spherical calottes Which represent visibility regions 8 and 9 
of the tWo satellites 2 at the positions x0) and x(k) in FIG. 2. 
This is equivalent to the selection of the satellite 2 at position 
x0) With minimum distance to the speci?c satellite 2 at posi 
tion x(k). 

If the consideration illustrated in FIG. 2 is generaliZed to L 
almanac per satellite 2 the L nearest satellites at a time t must 
be found. 

Inter-satellite distances are independent of the rotation of 
the earth 6 so that We de?ne the position of satellite k in an 
earth centered but not earth ?xed coordinate system as 
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6 
Where i:56o denotes the inclination angle of all satellites 2. 
The rotation matrices are de?ned as: 

l O O (7) 

R1 (0) = \0 005(0) 5in(0) I 
O —5in(0) 005(0) 

and 

005(0) 5in(0) O (8) 

R3 (0) = \ —5in(0) 005(0) 0 I 
O O 1 

With the rotation angle 6. The inter-satellite distance betWeen 
satellites k and l is obtained from equation (6) 

Let us determine the period of dad): From Newton’ 5 laW of 
universal gravitation, the orbit period of the satellites 2 can be 
derived to: 

r2 
T3 = 4712 

GmE 

Where G and mE denote the gravitational constant and the 
mass of the earth 6 and rs the radius of the orbit. All satellites 
2 are in the opposite position of their orbit after a half cycle. 
This results in a repetition of the inter-satellite distances after 

(11) 

The time dependency of the distance betWeen satellites is 
illustrated in FIGS. 3 and 4. 

FIG. 3 shoWs the time dependency of the distances betWeen 
the satellite 2 With index kIl of orbit 3 and other satellites 2 
of orbit 4. FIG. 3 contains also the time independent distance 
of the satellites 2 of the same orbit 3 depicted by straight lines 
10. Each of the straight lines 10 describes the distance 
toWards tWo satellites 2 since the remaining tWo satellites 2 
are covered by the earth 6 and are therefore invisible from the 
speci?c satellite 2 With index kIl. The eight curves 11 illus 
trate the time dependency of the distance With respect to the 
satellites 2 of orbit 4. There are only eight curves since one of 
the satellites 2 of orbit 4 is not visible from the speci?c 
satellite 2. Another satellite 2 is temporarily invisible Which is 
indicated by a rectangular course 12 of the curve 11 associ 
ated With this satellite 2. 

Similarly, FIG. 4 shoWs the time dependency of the dis 
tances betWeen the satellite 2 With index kIl of orbit 3 and the 
satellites 2 Within orbit 5. The straight lines 11 indicate the 
time dependency of the distance toWards the satellites 2 of the 
same orbit 3 Whereas curves 13 depict the time dependency of 
the distances toWards the satellites 2 of orbit 5. 

In summary there exist tWo satellites 2 in orbit 4 and 5 that 
are never visible and tWo further satellites 2 that are seen only 
occasionally With one interruption in T d. 

FIGS. 3 and 4 also illustrate that the set of L nearest 
satellites of the kIl satellite changes frequently over time. 
For instance, selecting the L:8 nearest satellites 2 of the 
satellite 2 With kIl means 50 changes of the almanac per day. 
This makes the maximum likelihood approach uninteresting 
for practical implementations. 

2. Almanac Selection Based on Time-Averaged Inter-Sat 
ellite Distances 

(10) 
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Therefore, another approach has been investigated by con 
sidering time averaged inter-satellite distances to overcome 
the problem of frequently changing subsets of almanacs. 

The almanacs of satellite 2 With index k consist of a set of 
L distinct almanacs of satellites 2 Which are obtained from: 

(12) 

The almanac information of satellite 2 With index k is 
restricted to permanently visible satellites 2. Thus the inter 
satellite distance is upper bounded by 

(13) NW1) 2 z‘lrg 4% 1: 57815 km 

Note that all satellites 2 travel on ground tracks from West 
to east so that some pairs of satellites 2 have alWays consid 
erably larger distances than other ones. 

The result of the optimization according to equation (12) is 
listed in Table I Which shoWs the neighbors of each satellite 2 
sorted according to the mean inter-satellite distances in an 
increasing order. Once all almanac subsets have been deter 
mined, it must be veri?ed that any visible constellation can be 
completely acquired for any initially acquired satellite. 

3. Veri?cation ofV1sibility of Satellites: 

The subset of almanacs should be selected such that any 
visible set of satellites 2 can be completely acquired. This 
requires that each visible satellite 2 is announced by at least 
one further visible satellite 2 at any time from any point on the 
earth 6. 

The sets of visible satellites 2 have been determined 
numerically from a spatio-temporal grid of l 0 degrees and 10 
seconds. The spatial grid is based on an Earth Centered Earth 
Fixed (:ECEF) coordinate system. 
Due to the rotation of the earth 6 a transformation of the 

satellite position into the ECEF coordinate system is required. 

xECEF(k):R3 (9 (0)7605) (14) 

With the earth rotation angle 

0(1): (15) 

A grid point on the ground xll’ECEF is determined by its 
longitude Xx and latitude Ky or, equivalently, by 

The user-satellite distance is then de?ned as 
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8 
and used to verify the visibility of satellite 2 With index k from 
the user at Xu’ECEF(}\.x,}\,y) by verifying Whether the elevation 
angle y of a satellite 2 With index k is above the elevation angle 
L of the elevation mask. 

m. M, k. n = aws[ 2% 

It has been found that, a visible satellite 2 might not be 
announced by another one from the set of visible satellites 2. 
This is caused by the time-variant inter-satellite distances 
Which differ occasionally from the averaged distances. 
Accordingly, there exist groups in the subsets of almanacs. 
The members of these groups only refer to the members of the 
same groups and not to external members. For avoiding this 
drawback a third approach has been used. 

4. Almanac Selection Based on Permutation of the Satellite 
Neighbor Matrix 

In the third approach the search method is based on the 
result of the previous optimization, inparticular on the sorting 
of the satellites 2 in matrix S according to their mean inter 
satellite distances (Table I). In contrast to the previous 
approach, in Which the L nearest satellites 2 have been 
selected a permutation p of L columns of S is searched such 
that any visible satellite 2 is alWays announced by the alma 
nac of at least one other visible satellite 2. Accordingly, a 
constraint is imposed on the subsets to prevent an empty set as 
a result of an intersection betWeen a visible satellite 2 With 
index k and the almanacs of all other visible satellites 2: 

ngnL s.t.U U m (S[i, j], k) ¢ wk 6 c, c, a (19) 

Where 4) denotes the empty set, c a set of visible satellites and 
?(S[i, j], k) the intersection of S[i, j] and k. Equation (19) 
means that the permutation is chosen such that L is minimized 
subject to (:s. t.) the condition that a visible satellite With 
index k:l is contained in at least one other subset of visible 
satellites. The optimization according to equation (19) can 
also be reWritten as: 

ngnL MO (1 n U U n (S[i, j], k) ¢ ¢ (20) 

Since each Galileo satellite 2 has a permanent line of sight 
to 22 other Galileo satellites 2, 

permutations of p have to be considered. 
As in the previous approach L:8 Was obtained as minimum 

almanac length. For this result, 319770 different almanac 
constellations Were tested for each of the elevation masks 
With elevation angle 0t:{0°, 5°, . . . , 30°}. The optimum 
permutation is given by p:[l, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 9, 10], thus the six 
nearest and the ninth and tenth nearest satellites are suggested 
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for the subsets of almanacs of each satellite 2 reducing the 
length of the almanac to L:8 compared to 27 of the actual 
speci?cation of the navigation message. 

Table II shoWs, that increasing the elevation angle of the 
elevation mask from (F00 to 0t:30° has tWo effects: On the 
one hand, the number NC of sets of visible satellites 2 is 
reduced but on the other hand, the number of visible satellites 
2 per subset is halved Which is a critical issue concerning the 
subsets. As the average set siZe of visible satellites E{|c|} is 
loWered much more than the number of sets is reduced, the 
bottleneck of the optimization according to equation (20) is at 
elevation masks With high elevation angles (L:30°). 

5. Acquisition Time of Cold Start With Reduced Almanac 
In a cold start no ephemeris nor almanac data are available 

for signal acquisition. 
The signal acquisition is split into three parts: First, an 

initial satellite 2 With index kl- is acquired Without any alma 
nac data in Tam‘. Afterwards, the set of almanacs of the 
satellite 2 With index kl- is read Which lasts for T A per almanac. 
As soon as one almanac of a visible satellite 2 has been 
received completely, a signal acquisition of this satellite is 
started and takes Tm; With Tacq+<Tacq_ due to the almanac 
information obtained from the ?rst satellite 2. The number K 
of serially read almanacs for acquisition of the Whole visible 
constellation of satellite 2 depends on the set of visible satel 
lites c, the initial satellite k, the elevation mask 0t and the set 
length L. The number M of serial signal acquisitions With 
almanac information also depends on c, k,-, 0t and L. The total 
acquisition time is thus given by 

T acq : acq deg (21) 

Where the set c of visible satellites is a function of the user 
location X” and the time t. Note that not every signal acqui 
sition plays a role in Tacq, due to parallel almanac processing. 

FIGS. 5 and 6 illustrate an example of the acquisition 
process of the navigation device on the earth 6. In FIGS. 5 and 
6 the indices of invisible satellites 2 have been crossed out. 
The framed indices are the indices of the satellites 2 Whose 
almanacs have been actually read out. 

According to FIG. 5 the acquisition process starts With 
satellite 2 With index k,.:l 1, Which is the ?rst satellite 2 Which 
has been detected by the navigation device. The almanac of 
satellite 2 With index k:l2 is then read out. Unfortunately, 
satellite 2 With index k:l2 is invisible. Subsequently, the 
navigation device obtains the almanacs of satellites 2 With 
indices kIlO, 26, 5. The almanac of satellite 2 With index k:5 
is the ?rst satellite 2 Which is visible for the navigation device. 
Therefore, the navigation device can ?nd satellite 2 With 
index k:5 and can read the almanac of satellite 2 With index 
k:l2, Which is invisible. In the next transmission period of 
almanacs, satellite 2 With almanacs kZ-II l transmits the alma 
nac of the visible satellite 2 With index k:4, and satellite 2 
With index k:5 transmits the almanac of visible satellite 2 
With index k:24. At this point, the navigation device is 
capable of detecting satellites 2 With indexes k:4 and k:24. 
In the next period of the transmission of the almanacs no 
additional satellites 2 can be found since the almanacs trans 
mitted by the satellites 2 With indexes kT-II l and k:4, 5 and 24 
concern invisible satellites. HoWever, in the next period of the 
almanac transmission satellite 2 With index k:4 transmits the 
almanac of satellite 2 With index k:22, satellite 2 With index 
k:5 transmits the almanac of satellite 2 With index k:23 and 
satellite 2 With index kIll transmits almanac of satellite 2 
With index k:3, so that after eight steps of transmitting alma 
nacs all visible satellites 2 With indices 3, 4, 5, ll, 22, 23 and 
24 have been found. 
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10 
It should be noted that the time for an almanac based 

acquisition Tm; is much shorter than the transmission time 
of an almanac. The position data transmitted by a further 
satellite 2 can be extracted in the present period of the alma 
nac transmission since the relevant position data are generally 
not contained in the beginning of the navigation message. In 
the case of GPS, the almanac data are transmitted in the fourth 
and ?fth subframe of each page Which is equivalent With the 
30 seconds frame. 

Table III demonstrates the in?uence of 0t on the optimiZa 
tion according to equation (20). Table III contains the average 
number of serially read almanacs and acquisition 
processes for the reduced and full almanac. The 
input parameters for the computation of these almanac acqui 
sition statistics are all possible sets of visible satellites, Which 
have been derived in the previous section, and the reduced 
almanacs (S, p). 
The optimiZed almanac sets reduce the required number of 

serially read almanacs by a factor 2.6. The number of acqui 
sition processes is increased but its duration is much smaller 
than the reading of one almanac in T A. 

FIG. 7 shoWs the average number of read almanacs 
Ec{Eki{K(c, ki, 0t, L)}} as a function of the elevation angle of 
the elevation mask 0t. Increasing 0t reduces the number of 
visible satellites 2 and, thus, shortens the acquisition process. 
The histogram of the number of serially read almanacs for 

complete acquisition in FIG. 8 visualiZes the dependency of 
the acquisition time Tacq on the current set of visible satellites 
c. For the histogram in FIG. 8 the Worst-case initial satellite 2 
With index kl. of each set has been considered, or maxki(K(c, 
ki, 0t, L)). In this case, the initial satellite 2 usually moves 
slightly above the horizon. If the reduced almanac rather than 
the full almanac is used, a stronger impact of kl. on Tacq can be 
observed. 
The fact that all 27 satellites have to be read in about one 

third of the cases, if the full almanac information is used, can 
be explained as folloWing. In our scenario, the average set siZe 
is given by |c|z9 (Table II). We assume that one satellite of the 
set of visible satellites corresponds to the last one of the full 
almanac (Worst case assumption) and the other |c|—l visible 
satellites are uniformly distributed in the full almanac except 
the last position. The probability of these sets is given by 

(22) 

and ?ts very Well to the simulation results Which indicate a 
complete reading of the full almanac in 

1291 
W z 32.8% 

of all possible sets of visible satellites. 
The method described herein simpli?es the navigation 

message by reducing the number of almanacs per satellite. 
The almanacs of the navigation message have been chosen 
taking the time averaged inter- satellite distances into account: 
Each satellite 2 announces a selection of its nearest neighbors 
so that the probability of simultaneous visibility of both the 
announcing and announced satellites 2 from the earth 6 is 
maximiZed. 
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It has been shown that the optimized almanac information 
shortens the acquisition time of a cold start by a factor of 2.6. 
The time saved for the transmission of the navigation mes 
sage might be used for additional services such as authenti 
cation of the satellites. 

The method described herein can be applied to any global 
satellite navigation system such as GPS, GLONASS or Gali 
leo or other present or future satellite navigation system. 

TABLE I 

12 
of the global navigation satellite system are transmitted to a 
navigation device, Wherein the position data of a subset of 
satellites associated With a speci?c satellite are transmitted to 
the navigation device by the speci?c satellite and Wherein the 
subset of satellites contains a selection of those satellites, 
Whose distance With respect to the speci?c satellite, averaged 
over a repetition period of the inter- satellite distance, is short 
est. 

Reduced almanacs and sorting of satellites according to time-averaged inter 
satellite distances 

k The neighbor matrix S: Sorting of satellites With respect to E{d(kl) (t)} 

1 2 9 16 21 17 20 15 22 18 19 3 8 23 14 27 10 24 13 26 11 4 7 
2 3 1 17 22 18 21 16 23 10 20 4 9 24 15 19 11 25 14 27 12 5 8 
3 4 2 18 23 10 22 17 24 11 21 5 1 25 16 20 12 26 15 19 13 6 9 
4 5 3 10 24 11 23 18 25 12 22 6 2 26 17 21 13 27 16 20 14 7 1 
5 6 4 11 25 12 24 10 26 13 23 7 3 27 18 22 14 19 17 21 15 8 2 
6 7 5 12 26 13 25 11 27 14 24 8 4 19 10 23 15 20 18 22 16 9 3 
7 8 6 13 27 14 26 12 19 15 25 9 5 20 11 24 16 21 10 23 17 1 4 
8 9 7 14 19 15 27 13 20 16 26 1 6 21 12 25 17 22 11 24 18 2 5 
9 1 8 15 20 16 19 14 21 17 27 2 7 22 13 26 18 23 12 25 10 3 6 

10 11 18 25 4 26 3 24 5 27 2 12 17 6 23 1 19 7 22 9 20 13 16 
11 12 10 26 5 27 4 25 6 19 3 13 18 7 24 2 20 8 23 1 21 14 17 
12 13 11 27 6 19 5 26 7 20 4 14 10 8 25 3 21 9 24 2 22 15 18 
13 14 12 19 7 20 6 27 8 21 5 15 11 9 26 4 22 1 25 3 23 16 10 
14 15 13 20 8 21 7 19 9 22 6 16 12 1 27 5 23 2 26 4 24 17 11 
15 16 14 21 9 22 8 20 1 23 7 17 13 2 19 6 24 3 27 5 25 18 12 
16 17 15 22 1 23 9 21 2 24 8 18 14 3 20 7 25 4 19 6 26 10 13 
17 18 16 23 2 24 1 22 3 25 9 10 15 4 21 8 26 5 20 7 27 11 14 
18 10 17 24 3 25 2 23 4 26 1 11 16 5 22 9 27 6 21 8 19 12 15 
19 20 27 8 13 9 12 7 14 1 11 21 26 15 6 10 2 16 5 18 3 22 25 
20 21 19 9 14 1 13 8 15 2 12 22 27 16 7 11 3 17 6 10 4 23 26 
21 22 20 1 15 2 14 9 16 3 13 23 19 17 8 12 4 18 7 11 5 24 27 
22 23 21 2 16 3 15 1 17 4 14 24 20 18 9 13 5 10 8 12 6 25 19 
23 24 22 3 17 4 16 2 18 5 15 25 21 10 1 14 6 11 9 13 7 26 20 
24 25 23 4 18 5 17 3 10 6 16 26 22 11 2 15 7 12 1 14 8 27 21 
25 26 24 5 10 6 18 4 11 7 17 27 23 12 3 16 8 13 2 15 9 19 22 
26 27 25 6 11 7 10 5 12 8 18 19 24 13 4 17 9 14 3 16 1 20 23 
27 19 26 7 12 8 11 6 13 9 10 20 25 14 5 18 1 15 4 17 2 21 24 

40 2. The method of claim 1, Wherein the subset is free from 
TABLE II groups of satellites, Which transmit exclusively the position 

data of of other satellites the group. 
Number ofdistinct sets ofvisible satellites NC and _ _ _ _ 

avmge Sgt Sim Error]. 3. The method of claim 1, wherein the set of position data 
45 transmitted by the speci?c satellite contains position data of 

0‘ NC E50} satellites, Which are farther aWay from the speci?c satellite 
00 3927 97630 than satellites, Whose position data is not contained in the set 

10° 3939 3-8012 of position data transmitted by the speci?c satellite. 
20° 3168 6.5969 _ _ _ 

300 2434 49100 4. The method of claim 1, wherein the satellites are 
50 arranged in the (27/3/1) Walker constellation and Wherein the 

speci?c satellite transmits position data of the six nearest 
satellites and the ninth and tenth nearest satellite. 

TABLE III _ _ _ _ 

5. The method of claim 1, wherein the position data are 
Comparison of acquisition time parameters for Contained in almanacs_ 

(1=O°andsetlen_gthL={8 27} 55 . . . . . 

6. A global navigation satellite system compr1s1ng: 
L a navigation device, 

3 27 a plurality of satellites arranged for transmitting position 
data to the navigation device, 

EC{Ekj-{K}} 8.5153 24.56 60 _ _ _ _ _ _ 

EC{Ekj{M}} 25135 1_00 a spec1?c satell1te arranged for transmrttrng the position 
data of a subset of satellites associated With the speci?c 
satellite to the navigation device, 

Wherein the subset of satellites contains a selection of those 
What is cla1med1s: 65 satellites, Whose distance With respect to the speci?c 
1. A method for transmitting satellite data for a global 

navigation satellite system, in Whichposition data of satellites 
satellite, averaged over a repetition period of the inter 
satellite distance, is shortest. 
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7. The system of claim 6, wherein the subset is free from 
groups of satellites, Which transmit exclusively the position 
data of other satellites of the group. 

8. The system of claim 6, Wherein the set of position data 
transmitted by the speci?c satellite contains position data of 
satellites, Which are farther aWay from the speci?c satellite 
than satellites, Whose position data is not contained in the set 
of position data transmitted by the speci?c satellite. 

9. The system of claim 6, Wherein the satellites are 
arranged in the (27/ 3/ 1) Walker constellation and Wherein the 
speci?c satellite is arranged for transmitting position data of 
the six nearest satellites and the ninth and tenth nearest sat 
ellite. 

10. The system of claim 6, Wherein the position data are 
contain in almanacs. 

11. A method for transmitting satellite data for a global 
navigation satellite system, in Whichposition data of satellites 
of the global navigation satellite system are transmitted to a 
navigation device, Wherein the position data of a subset of 
satellites 1 associated With a speci?c satellite k are transmitted 
to the navigation device by the speci?c satellite k and Wherein 
the subset of satellites 1 contains a selection s of those satel 
lites, Whose distance With respect to the speci?c satellite k, 
averaged over a repetition period of the inter-satellite distance 
dad), is shortest, the selection being determined by an optimi 
Zation according to: 

5 

20 

25 

14 

l Td 
— f dud) (r) d r 
Td 0 

Wherein L is a number smaller that the number of all 
satellites and T d is the orbit period of the satellites. 

12. The method according to claim 11, Wherein the subset 
is free from groups of satellites, Which transmit exclusively 
the position data of other satellites of the group by imposing 
a constraint to the subset to prevent an empty set as a result of 
an intersection betWeen the speci?c satellite and the satellites 
Whose position data are transmitted by the satellites Whose 
position data is transmitted by the speci?c satellite. 

13. The method according to claim 11, Wherein the set of 
position data transmitted by the speci?c satellite contains 
position data of satellites, Which are farther aWay from the 
speci?c satellite than satellites, Whose position data is not 
contained in the set of position data transmitted by the speci?c 
satellite. 

14. The method according to claim 11, Wherein the satel 
lites are arranged in the (27/3/1) Walker constellation and 
Wherein the speci?c satellite transmits position data of the six 
nearest satellites and the ninth and tenth nearest satellite. 

15. The method according to claim 11, Wherein the position 
data are contained in almanacs. 

min 
S 

dim(s):L les 
l¢k 

* * * * * 


